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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendment filed September 7, 2004 has been entered. Claims 1 , 6, 
10, 19, 22 and 34 have been amended. Claims 1, 2, 6, 10-46 are pending in this 
Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

2. Claims 44-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Rubinstein et al (US 5,913,215), hereinafter "Rubinstein". 

As per claim 44, Rubinstein teaches the method for searching, 
comprising: 

• "receiving search criteria" at Fig. 1 , element 120; 

• "searching at least one body of knowledge based on the search criteria" at 
Fig. 1, element 130; 

• "providing a plurality of search results that are responsive to the 
searching, wherein at least one of the search results is a document 
comprised of text content" at Fig. 2, element 220 and Col. 7 lines 47-49; 

• "selecting one of the text-content document search results; and at 
substantially the time of selection, distilling the selected document" at Fig. 
1, element 140 and Col. 8 lines 5-9; 
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• wherein the step of distilling comprises the following steps: extracting 
content from the selected document in accordance with a plurality of data 
type rules" at Col. 7 line 55 to Col. 8 line 15; 

• "deriving a plurality of key points from the text content of the selected 
document, wherein key points are at least partially identified by locating 
text portions within the document that contain predefined verb types" at 
Col. 8 line 25 to Col. 9 line 25; 

• "and generating a reduced content distilled document that contains at 
least a portion of the extracted content and at least one of the key points" 
at Col. 7 line 55 to Col. 8 line 15. 

As per claim 45, Rubinstein teaches the method as defined in claim 44, 
further comprising the step of "displaying the reduced content distilled document 
on a display device" at Fig. 2, element 270 and Fig. 15. 

As per claim 46, Rubinstein teaches the method as defined in claim 44, 
wherein "the step of deriving key points comprises: 

• "segmenting the text content of the selected document into a plurality of 
separate textual components" at Col. 8 line 25 to Col. 9 line 25; 

• "identifying whether verbs are present within the textual components; 
comparing identified verbs to a predefined hierarchy of verb sequences; 
and based upon the results of the comparison, identifying which of the 
identified verbs are used in identifying key points" at Col. 8 line 25 to Col. 
9 line 25. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

4. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering 
patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that 
the subject matter of the various claims was commonly owned at the time any 
inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. 
Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor 
and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a 
later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 
35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a). 

5. Claims 1, 2, 6 and 10-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lumsden (US 6,006,217), hereinafter "Lumsden", and in view 
of Balasubramaniam et al. (US 6,359,633 B1), hereinafter "Balasubramaniam". 

As per claim 1, Lumsden teaches a method for real-time distillation of a 
source document, comprising: 

• "receiving search criteria from a client; searching at least one source 
based on the search criteria, determining search results responsive to said 
searching" at Col. 5 line 60 to Col. 6 line 15; 
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• "distilling a selected one of the search results in substantially real time 
relative to the time of selection, the selected search result having a first 
content and wherein the distillation comprises the step of extracting 
content from the first content in accordance with at least one data type 
criterion selected from a plurality of predefined data type criteria" at Col. 6 
line 48 to Col. 7 line 22; 

Lumsden does not explicitly teach the step of: "creating a distilled version 
of the selected search result including the extracted content, wherein the distilled 
version constitutes a data entity having a predefined format and that is distinct 
from the search result" as claimed. However, Balasubramaniam teach a method 
for abstracting document by extract content from the document and creating an 
abstract (i.e., "distilled") version of the selected document including the extract 
content" at Col. 1 lines 45-50, wherein the abstract version "constitutes a data 
entity having a predefined format and that is distinct from the search result" at 
Col. 4 lines 35-43. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention was made to combine Lumsden and 
Balasubramaniam's teachings to create an abstract of the document before 
return to the user because: "the abstract can be considered as a summarized 
version of the document. It occupies less bandwidth than the document, and can 
be transmitted to a user at much faster pace" as suggest by Balasubramaniam at 
Col. 1 lines 45-55. Further, modifying Lumsden's teaching such that the distilled 
version having a predefined distinct format would allow people with different 
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types of devices and connection to access the information efficiently, as 
suggested by Balasubramaniam at Col. 4 lines 35-45. 

As per claim 2, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as in 
claim 1 . Balasubramaniam further teaches the step of "creating an index in the 
distilled version wherein the index allows selective entry into the content of the 
corresponding search result" at Col. 3 lines 15-18. 

As per claim 6, Lumsden teaches a method for displaying search results, 
comprising: 

• "receiving search criteria from a client; searching at least one source 
based on the search criteria; determining search results responsive to said 
searching, the search results comprising source documents" at Col. 5 
lines 60 to Col. 6 line 15; 

• "selecting one of the source documents, the selected document having a 
first content" at Col. 6 lines 48-50; 

• "at substantially the time of selection, distilling the selected source 
documents into result object wherein the result object includes a second 
content and the second content is derived from the first content in 
accordance with at least one predefined distillation criterion" at Col. 6 lines 
48-67; 

• "and creating an index from the result object into the selected source 
document, wherein selection of the index provides a display of a 
corresponding portion of the first content" at Col. 7 lines 1-22. 
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Lumsden does not explicitly teaches: "the result object having a 
predefined format and that is created as a distinct data entity from the selected 
source document" as claimed. However, Balasubramaniam teach a method for 
abstracting document by extract content from the document and creating an 
abstract (i.e., "distilled") version of the selected document including the extract 
content" at Col. 1 lines 45-50, wherein the abstract (i.e., "result object") having a 
predefined format and created as a distinct data entity from the selected 
document" at Col. 4 lines 35-45. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to combine 
Lumsden and Balasubramaniam's teachings to create "the result object having a 
predefined format and that is created as a distinct data entity from the selected 
source document" because: the distilled version having a predefined distinct 
format would allow people with different types of devices and connection to 
access the information efficiently, as suggested by Balasubramaniam at Col. 4 
lines 35-45. 

As per claim 10, Lumsden teaches a method for displaying search 
results, comprising: 

• "receiving search criteria from a client; searching at least one source 
based on the search criteria; determining a plurality of search results 
responsive to said searching" Col. 5 lines 60 to Col. 6 line 15; 

• "distilling a selected one of the search results into a result object, the 
result object comprises content extracted from the selected search result" 
at Col. 6 lines 48-67; 
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Lumsden does not explicitly teach that "the result object is created as a 
separate data entity from the selected search result" nor "creating a mid-menu 
that corresponds to the result object, the mid-menu comprising a plurality of 
menu options, each menu option including at least one result category, and a 
content metric, the content metric being a measure of a relative value of the 
result category, and displaying the mid-menu" as claimed. . However, 
Balasubramaniam teach a method for abstracting document by extract content 
from the document and creating an abstract (i.e., "distilled") version of the 
selected document including the extract content" at Col. 1 lines 45-50, wherein 
the abstract (i.e., "result object") having a predefined format and created as a 
distinct data entity from the selected document" at Col. 4 lines 35-45. Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine Lumsden and Balasubramaniam's teachings to 
create "the result object as a separate data entity from the selected result" 
because: the distilled version having a predefined distinct format would allow 
people with different types of devices and connection to access the information 
efficiently, as suggested by Balasubramaniam at Col. 4 lines 35-45. 

Further, Balasubramaniam also teaches the step of "creating a mid-menu 
that corresponds to the result object, the mid-menu comprising a plurality of 
menu options, each menu option including at least one result category, and a 
content metric, the content metric being a measure of a relative value of the 
result category, and displaying the mid-menu" at Col. 3 lines 55 to Col. 4 line 35. 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
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the invention was made to combine Lumsden and Balasubramaniam's teachings. 
Adding the mid-menu with result category and content metric to Lumsden's 
system would allow user to customize and access to different type and category 
of data within the search result. 

As per claim 11, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as in 
claim 10. Balasubramaniam also teaches: "wherein the content metric comprises 
a quantitative measure of the relative value of the result category" at Col. 4 lines 
5-35. 

As per claim 12, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as in 
claim 11. Balasubramaniam also teaches: "wherein the quantitative measure 
comprises a number of results for each the result category" at Col. 4 lines 5-35. 

As per claim 13, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as in 
claim 1 1 . Balasubramaniam also teaches: "wherein the quantitative measure 
comprises a number of occurrences of pre-specified data" at Col. 4 lines 5-35. 

As per claim 14, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as in 
claim 10. Balasubramaniam also teaches: "wherein the content metric comprises 
a qualitative measure of the relative value of the result category" at Col. 4 lines 5- 
35. 

As per claim 15, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as in 
claim 14. Balasubramaniam also teaches: "wherein the qualitative measure 
comprises an indicator of the relevance of the results of the result category to the 
search criteria" at Col. 4 lines 5-35. 
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As per claim 16, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as in 
claim 10. Balasubramaniam also teaches: "wherein at least one category 
comprises a data type" at Col. 4 lines 5-35. 

As per claim 17, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as in 
claim 10. Balasubramaniam also teaches: "wherein at least one category 
comprises a user-defined type" at Col. 5 lines 7-9. 

As per claim 18, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as in 
claim 10. Balasubramaniam also teaches: "determining user preferences, and 
dynamically creating the mid-menu in accordance with the user preferences" at 
Col. 5 lines 7-26. 

As per claim 19, Lumsden teaches a method for displaying search 
results, comprising: 

• "receiving search criteria from a client; searching a plurality of sources 
based on the search criteria; determining search results responsive to said 
searching" at Col. 5 lines 60 to Col. 6 line 15; 

• "distilling a selected one of the search results into a result object wherein 
the result object comprises content extracted from the selected search 
result" at Col. 6 lines 48-60; 

• "determining user preferences" at Col. 6 lines 60-67; 

Lumsden does not explicitly teach that "the result object is created as a 
separate data entity from the selected search result" nor "creating a mid-menu in 
accordance with the user preferences, the mid-menu corresponding to the result 
object and comprising a plurality of menu options, each menu option including a 
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result category, each result category having a number of results; and a content 
for each result category, the content metric being a measure of the value of the 
result category, and displaying the mid-menu" as claimed. However, 
Balasubramaniam teach a method for abstracting document by extract content 
from the document and creating an abstract (i.e., "distilled") version of the 
selected document including the extract content" at Col. 1 lines 45-50, wherein 
the abstract (i.e., "result object") having a predefined format and created as a 
distinct data entity from the selected document" at Col. 4 lines 35-45. Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine Lumsden and Balasubramaniam's teachings to 
create "the result object as a separate data entity from the selected result" 
because: the distilled version having a predefined distinct format would allow 
people with different types of devices and connection to access the information 
efficiently, as suggested by Balasubramaniam at Col. 4 lines 35-45. 

Further, Balasubramaniam also teaches the step of "creating a mid-menu 
in accordance with the user preferences, the mid-menu corresponding to the 
result object and comprising a plurality of menu options, each menu option 
including a result category, each result category having a number of results; and 
a content for each result category, the content metric being a measure of the 
value of the result category, and displaying the mid-menu" at Col. 3 lines 55 to 
Col. 4 line 35. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention was made to combine Lumsden and 
Balasubramaniam's teachings. Adding the mid-menu with result category and 
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content metric to Lumsden's system would allow user to customize and access to 
different type and category of data within the search result. 

As per claim 20, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as in 
claim 19. Balasubramaniam also teaches: "wherein the content metric comprises 
a quantitative measure for each result category" at Col. 4 lines 5-35. 

As per claim 21, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as in 
claim 19, wherein "the content metric comprises a qualitative measure for each 
result category" at Fig. 5. 

As per claim 22, Lumsden teaches a method for searching, comprising: 

• "receiving search criteria; searching at least one body of knowledge based 
on the search criteria; providing a plurality of search results that are 
responsive to the searching" at Col. 5 lines 60 to Col. 6 line 15; 

• "displaying on a display device a list of at least some of the search results, 
the list comprising: a separate and unique identifier corresponding to each 
one of the search results in the list" at Col. 6 lines 5-25 and Fig. 5; and 

• "a separate distillation trigger associated with each unique identifier" at 
Col. 6 lines 15-25 and Fig. 5, element 76; 

• "wherein selection by a user of a distillation trigger causes a substantial 
real-time creation of a distilled version of the search result corresponding 
to the unique identifier associated with the selected distillation trigger" at 
Col. 6 lines 48-67. 

Lumsden does not explicitly teach: "wherein the distilled version is created 
as a data entity distinct from the corresponding search result and includes 
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content extracted from the search result" as claimed. However, 
Balasubramaniam teach a method for abstracting document by extract content 
from the document and creating an abstract (i.e., "distilled") version of the 
selected document including the extract content" at Col. 1 lines 45-50, wherein 
the abstract version "the distilled version is created as a data entity distinct from 
the corresponding search result and includes content extracted from the search 
result" at Col. 4 lines 35-43. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to combine Lumsden and 
Balasubramaniam's teachings to create an abstract of the document before 
return to the user because: "the abstract can be considered as a summarized 
version of the document. It occupies less bandwidth than the document, and can 
be transmitted to a user at much faster pace" as suggest by Balasubramaniam at 
Col. 1 lines 45-55. Further, modifying Lumsden's teaching such that the distilled 
version having a predefined distinct format would allow people with different 
types of devices and connection to access the information efficiently, as 
suggested by Balasubramaniam at Col. 4 lines 35-45. 

As per claim 23, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as 
defined in claim 22. Lumsden also teaches: "wherein the unique identifier is a 
URL corresponding to the search result in the list" at Fig. 5. 

As per claim 24, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as 
defined in claim 22. Lumsden also teaches: "wherein the unique identifier is a title 
corresponding to the search result in the list" at Fig. 5. 
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As per claim 25, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as 
defined in claim 22. Lumsden also teaches: "wherein the unique identifier is an 
abstract corresponding to the search result in the list" at Fig. 5. 

As per claim 26, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as 
defined in claim 22. Lumsden also teaches: "wherein selection by a user of the 
unique identifier causes a full content version of the corresponding search result 
to be displayed on the display device" at Col. 7 lines 35-50 and Fig. 5. 

As per claim 27, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as 
defined in claim 22. Balasubramaniam also teaches: "wherein the distilled 
version includes content extracted from the corresponding search result in 
accordance with at least one predefined data type" at Col. 3 line 63 to Col. 4 line 
16. 

As per claim 28, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as 
defined in claim 27. Balasubramaniam also teaches: "wherein the at least one 
predefined data type is selected from one of the following data types: a key point; 
a focus word; a matched-in-context key point; a title; and a URL" at Col. 4 lines 5- 
16. 

As per claim 29, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as 
defined in claim 27. Balasubramaniam also teaches: "wherein the at least one 
data type provides an index to content of the corresponding search result" at Col. 
4 lines 5-16. 

As per claim 30, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as 
defined in claim 27. Lumsden also teaches: 
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• "displaying the distilled version on the display device" at Col. 6 line 67 to 
Col. 7 line 22; and 

• "wherein selection by a user of a predefined data type within the displayed 
distilled version causes a substantially real time entry into the content of 
the corresponding search result" at Col. 7 lines 12-22. 

As per claim 31, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as 
defined in claim 30. Lumsden also teaches: "displaying a predefined portion of 
the content of the search result, wherein the predefined portion is adjacent to the 
data type selected by the user within the distilled version" at Col. 7 lines 12-22. 

As per claim 32, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as 
defined in claim 22. Lumsden also teaches: "displaying the distilled version on 
the display device" at Col. 7 lines 1-22. 

As per claim 33, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as 
defined in claim 22. Lumsden also teaches: "at least some of the search results 
are comprised of textual documents" at Col. 6 lines 5-25. 

As per claim 34, Lumsden teaches a method for searching, comprising: 

• "receiving search criteria; searching at least one body of knowledge based 
on the search criteria; providing a plurality of search results that are 
responsive to the searching" at Col. 5 line 60 to Col. 6 line 25; 

• "distilling a selected one of the search results into a result object, the 
result object including content extracted from the selected search result in 
accordance with a plurality of data type preferences selected from a 
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plurality of predefined data type preference types" at Col. 5 lines 60-65 
and Col. 6 lines 48-67; 

• "creating a menu corresponding to the result object, the menu including a 
plurality of menu options, wherein each menu option defines a result 
category that is descriptive of a predefined portion of the content of the 
result object" at Col. 6 line 67 to Col. 7 line 22; and 

• "graphically displaying the menu on a display device, wherein a user may 
optionally select any one of the menu options" at Col. 6 line 67 to Col. 7 
line 22. 

Lumsden does not explicitly teach: "a result object that is created as a 
data entity having predefined format and that is distinct from the search result". 
However, Balasubramaniam teach a method for abstracting document by extract 
content from the document and creating an abstract (i.e., "distilled") version of 
the selected document including the extract content" at Col. 1 lines 45-50, 
wherein the abstract version is a result object that is created as a data entity 
having predefined format and that is distinct from the corresponding search 
result" at Col. 4 lines 35-43. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to combine Lumsden and 
Balasubramaniam's teachings to create an abstract of the document before 
return to the user because: the distilled version having a predefined distinct 
format would allow people with different types of devices and connection to 
access the information efficiently, as suggested by Balasubramaniam at Col. 4 
lines 35-45. 
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As per claim 35, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as 
defined in claim 34. Lumsden also teaches: "wherein at least one result category 
comprises one of the selected data type preference types used to distil the 
search result" at Col. 6 lines 48-67. 

As per claim 36, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as 
defined in claim 34. Lumsden also teaches: "wherein selection of a menu option 
causes a corresponding content portion of the result object to be displayed on 
the display device" at Col. 7 lines 12-22. 

As per claim 37, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as 
defined in claim 34. Lumsden also teaches: "wherein selection of a menu option 
causes a corresponding content portion of the selected search result to be 
displayed on the display device" at Col. 7 lines 12-22. 

As per claim 38, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as 
defined in claim 34. Balasubramaniam also teaches: "a plurality of content 
metrics that are associated with a corresponding menu option, wherein each 
content metric is representative of a value for the result category of the menu 
option" at Col. 4 lines 5-35. 

As per claim 39, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as 
defined in claim 38. Balasubramaniam also teaches: "wherein the value 
represented by the content metric is a quantitative measure of the corresponding 
result category" at Col. 4 lines 5-35. 

As per claim 40, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as 
defined in claim 39. Balasubramaniam also teaches: "wherein the quantitative 
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measure comprises a number of results for the corresponding result category" at 
Col. 4 lines 5-35. 

As per claim 41, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as 
defined in claim 39. Balasubramaniam also teaches: "wherein the quantitative 
measure comprises a number of occurrences of a data type specified by the 
corresponding result category" at Col. 4 lines 5-35. 

As per claim 42, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as 
defined in claim 38. Balasubramaniam also teaches: "wherein the value 
represented by the content metric is a qualitative measure of the corresponding 
result category" at Col. 4 lines 5-35. 

As per claim 43, Lumsden and Balasubramaniam teach the method as 
defined in claim 42. Balasubramaniam also teaches: "wherein the qualitative 
measure is indicative of the degree of relevance of the corresponding result 
category to the search criteria" at Col. 4 lines 5-35. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed September 7, 2004 with respect to claims 1-2, 

6, and 10-43 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 44-46 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. The examiner respectfully traverses 
applicant's arguments. 
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Regarding claims 44-46, applicants argued that Rubinstein does not teach 
the step of: "selecting one of the text content document search result; and at 
substantially the time of selection, distilling the selected document". On the 
contrary, Rubinstein teaches this step at Col. 8 lines 5-8 recited below: 

"the user may select the document from which the 
abstract is generated by clicking on any one of the 
document 221 listed in file list pane 220" (Col. 8 lines 5-8). 

Rubinstein also teaches at Fig. 1 , element 140 (See below) the step of: 
"Linguistically analyze the identify document to generate an abstract paragraph 
thereof. 



( START ) 







LINGUISTICALLY ANALYZE EACH OF A 
PLURALITY OF DOCUMENTS TO IDENTIFY 
KEYWORD PHRASES FOR A USER 






PROMPT THE USER TO CONSTRUCT A QUERY 
EXPRESSION IN WHICH ONE OR MORE OF THE 
KEYWORD PHRASES APPEAR AS OPERANDS 






IDENTIFY ONE OF THE PLURALITY OF 
DOCUMENTS BASED ON THE SELECTED 
QUERY EXPRESSION 






LINGUISTICALLY ANALYZE THE IDENTIFIED 
DOCUMENT TO GENERATE AN ABSTRACT 
PARAGRAPH THEREOF 






PRESENT THE ABSTRACT 
TO THE USER 







Figure 1 

Applicant argued at page 17 that Rubinstein's "linguistically analyzing" 
step does not occur in substantially "real time", at the time of selection of a 
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search result" because there is "no time relationship whatsoever as between the 
searching step and the linguistically analyzing step". The examiner respectfully 
submits that an ordinary skill in the art would recognize the time relationship 
between the steps of Fig. 1 , for example, the "linguistically analyze the identified 
document to generate an abstract" step 140 must occur before the step of 
"present the abstract to user" 150 and after the searching step 130. It is clear 
from Rubinstein's Fig. 1 the abstract is generated at step 140, after the step of 
receiving user query 120 and searching and returning search result 130. 

Applicant cited several portion of Rubinstein which state that the abstract 
is previously generated, however, these are just different embodiments and does 
not necessary mean that Rubinstein only teaches that embodiment. 

In view of the above arguments, the 102 rejection is hereby sustained. 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 
See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be 
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calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Khanh B. Pham whose telephone number is 
(571 ) 272-41 16. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through 
Friday 7:30am to 4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, John E Breene can be reached on (571) 272-4107. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 



Khanh B. Pham 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2167 



December 9, 2004 
KBP 
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